biiiGEss VW Lia Gi 


Un-American Investigations— 
Red Herring or Needed Service? 


A radio discussion over WGN and the Mutual Broadcasting System 


EDGAR BERNHARD 


Chairman, Chicago Division, 


American Civil Liberties Union 


ROBERT F. HURLEIGH 


Commentator; Director of News, WGN, Chicago 


Moderator: ROBERT BUCHANAN 


Director, The Northwestern University Reviewing Stand 


Vol. 12, No. 1 January 9, 1949 


ee 


THE REVIEWING STAND is a weekly radio forum presented by Northwestern 
University. The program was first broadcast by Station WGN, Chicago, October | 
14, 1934. It has been on the air continuously since that time, originating in the 
WGN studios, and, since 1935, carried by the stations of the Mutual Broad- 
casting System. THE REVIEWING STAND presents members of the North- 
western University faculty and distinguished guests from business, government, 
education, and the press in round table discussions of contemporary problems— 
the questions that are in the news. The program is under the direction of 
James H. McBurney, Dean of the School of Speech, Northwestern University; 
Miss Myrtle Stahl, Director of Educational Programs, WGN, Chicago; R. E. 
Buchanan, Public Relations Director of Radio, Northwestern University; Mrs. 
Kathryn Johnson, Assistant Director, and Ed Keath, Assistant to the Director. 


The Northwestern University Reviewing Stand, published weekly beginning May 
2, 1943, by the Offices of the Director of Radio (Public Relations), Northwestern 
University, Evanston, Illinois. Application is pending at the Post Office of Evans- 


ton, Illinois for renewal as second class matter, Subscription price, $1.00 for 16 
weeks, $2.00 for 32 weeks, $2.50 for one year. Single copies, ten cents, 


Un-American Investigations— 
Red Herring or Needed Service ? 


Mr. BUCHANAN: Is the Congressional 
un-American investigation a red herr- 
ing or a needed service? 

Mr. BERNHARD: I think it is a red 
herring. I think it is that in more 
than one sense. I think red stands 
for the color of the faces of the men 
on the Un-American Activities Com- 
mittee; and as for herring it is sym- 
bolic, I think, of us poor fish, the tax- 
payers, who have to meet the costs 
of the un-American activities of the 
Un-American Activities Committee. 


Treasonable Activities 


Mr. HURLEIGH: It is not a red herring. 
And it has performed a definite serv- 
ice to this nation of ours in exposing 
the treasonable activities of Commun- 
ists in this country who would have us 
think that they are nothing more than 
a political party. 
* * * 


Mr. BUCHANAN: Anyone who has even 
glanced at a newspaper in the past 
few months must be aware of the 
actions of the House Un-American 
Activities Committee, which has made 
startling disclosures about subversive 
activity cases which have come to be 
called “red herring” or “spy” cases. 

Mr. Bernhard, if you disagree so 
thoroughly with the Un-American 
Activities Committee, do you think, 
then, that there is no need to be con- 


cerned over these so-called “spy” 
cases? 
Mr. BERNHARD: Not at all! I think 


we ought to be concerned about them. 
I think we ought to be concerned about 
acts and not thoughts and beliefs. I 
think we have to do everything possi- 
ble—I am sure we agree on this— 
constitutionally, and within the 
framework of our democracy, to dis- 
cover spies and to root them out. And 
I think Mr. Hurleigh shares my oppo- 
sition to communism. But my quarrel, 
the quarrel of the American Civil Lib- 


erties Union, which I am represent- 
ing here today, with the Thomas Com- 
mittee has been that it goes far be- 
yond its constitutional authority and 
has become dictatorial. In other words, 
it has used Soviet methods and not 
American methods. And I think as 
we go along here, either Mr. Hurleigh 
has to come over on my side or he has 
to espouse the Soviet methods. Also, 
as we go along, I think probably we 
will find that Mr. Hurleigh mistrusts 
the ability of the people to decide be- 
tween communism and democracy, and 
I don’t have any doubt about that. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: Mr. Hurleigh, there 
are some challenges thrown in your 
direction. Would you like to answer 
them? 


Mr. HuRLEIGH: Yes! I think Mr. 
Bernhard is giving out a bit of gobble- 
dygook when he suggests that I will 
espouse the cause of communism be- 
cause I feel as I do regarding the 
trash that has been thrown at the 
Un-American Activities Committee. 


Secret Documents Stolen 


I think the Un-American Activities 
Committee has done a desperate job, 
a job that has been made more difficult 
by the Justice Department’s attitude 
in not wishing to cooperate at any 
time. The committee has proved that 
there has been treason in this country, 
that documents—secret documents— 
have been stolen from our government 
and probably stolen during the time of 
war. I think this is something that 
should be exposed. 

Now, when Mr. Bernhard suggests 
that the Un-American Activities Com- 
mittee hasn’t done a needed service, I 
say that we of this country can make 
up our minds once we know of some- 
thing. The Un-American Activities 
Committee is pointing out to us that 
something—acts of treason. You are 
talking about acts, Mr. Bernhard; 
there are your acts! 
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Mr. BERNHARD: Now I am all for 
having acts exposed—just acts, not 
beliefs; and it seems to me that in 
ten years of activity by that commit- 
tee it has exposed acts in only one case 
—in connection with these “pumpkin- 
head” investigations. 

Mr. HurLEIGH: Why do you refer to 
it as “pumpkin-head”? 

Mr. BERNHARD: When I talk of 
“pumpkin-head,” I am not referring 
to Mr. Thomas, the chairman of the 
Un-American Activities Committee. 


‘Pumpkin-head’ Committee 


Mr. HuRLEIGH: Why are you using 
the phrase in such a light manner? 
Mr. BERNHARD: Mr. Chambers was 
responsible for that. He didn’t have 
to present these documents by way of 
a pumpkin, 

Mr. HURLEIGH: That is where he had 
hidden them. 

Mr. BERNHARD: He chose that hiding 
place. 


Mr. HURLEIGH: Is there anything 
wrong with that? Why should you 
take such an attitude? 

Mr. BERNHARD: I think committee 
members enjoyed the drama of going 
out in the field and finding these docu- 
ments in the pumpkin. 


Mr. HuRLEIGH: No, Mr. Bernhard, 
not the committee members—the press 
and the radio of America and others. 
I don’t like the attitude of the At- 
torney-General of the United States 
who says, “I shall file the rest of my 
papers in pumpkins.” I don’t like 
that attitude. This is a serious thing. 
Mr. BERNHARD: We are on a detail 
as to whether you like what Mr. At- 
torney-General likes or not. 


Mr. HURLEIGH: Do you like that state- 
ment? You must—since you just used 
it? 

Mr. BERNHARD: I don’t like that state- 
ment any more than I like the state- 
ment of Mr. Mundt, who said he would 
disclose the names of other people 
who had done things we might want to 
know about when they jumped out 
the window. 
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Mr. HURLEIGH: I am very happy you) 
brought that up. I happen to know} 
something about that situation. When# 
the correspondents, the evening that'f 
Duggan jumped out the window,| 
pressed Mr. Mundt into releasing the: 
information, one of the reporters 
standing there—this can be proved by 
the reporters—said, “Mr. Mundt, will 
you divulge names and release further 
documents as people jump out of win-} 
dows?” He laughed, and Mr. Mundt 
said, “I will.” 1 | 
Mr. BERNHARD: Let me bring up 4a) 
more fundamental proposition. I am) 
for investigation for legislation. After|] 
all, Congress has the job of passing |¥ 
legislation, and the oniy reason for 
investigation by a Congressional com- 
mittee is to produce legislation. 


Mr. HURLEIGH: Right! 


Mr. BERNHARD: It is not supposed to 
produce drama, and it has gone far 
out of its way to question these men‘! 
with regard to their beliefs and their} 
attitudes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN: I seem to find a dis- 
tinction there. There is a distinction} | 
between a Congressional investigation 
and the investigation carried on by/f) 
the Justice Department. 


Mr. BERNHARD: The job of the Justice ff 
Department is to ferret out crime anak 
to see that it is punished. It is the 
job of the courts to decide whether aif 
man is guilty. It is the job of a legis- 
lative committee only to do investiga- jf 
tion for the passage of legislation. In|} 
this case the Un-American Activities 
Committee in ten years of investiga- |] 
tion has produced two recommenda- | 
tions, one for a law that was declared 
unconstitutional, the other for a law'} 
that never was passed, 


Two Laws Recommended 
Mr. BUCHANAN: What are these two ll 
laws? 

Mr. BERNHARD: The first was a law 
that sought to deprive Robert Morse. 
Lovett and two others of their jobs ] 
because of their beliefs. That law was. 
declared unconstitutional. That cost. 
the taxpayers considerable money, too, | 
since we had to pay those men after 


i] 
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their suspension. 

The second law was the Mundt- 
Nixon bill which hasn’t yet seen the 
light of day and probably never will. 
Mr. HurRLeIGH: Mr. Bernhard, you 
are speaking of the money that has 
been spent by these investigating com- 
mittees. Would you then toss aside all 
the investigating committees — the 
Truman Committee that investigated 
in 1943 and ’44? 

Mr. BERNHARD: IJ should say not. I 
would want more investigations. 


Mr. HURLEIGH: Since we have these 
investigations and since what they in- 
vestigated is highly dramatic, would 
you have no dramatic investigations? 
You seem to frown upon that. 


Dramatics and Politics 


Mr. BERNHARD: I suppose we can’t 
stop the dramatics. We are dealing 
with politics. 

Mr. HvURLEIGH: Just one moment, 
Mr. Bernhard! Mr. Harry Truman 
sits in the White House today; one 
of the reasons for this situation is 
that he got certain publicity as the 
chairman of that committee. That 


| publicity allowed him to be taken as 


} 


candidate in 
That was 


the Vice-Presidential 
1944, You will agree? 
through publicity. 

Now, you are saying that the Jus- 
tice Department should protect us. It 


should protect our security. But will 


} 


you show us how it is protecting our 
security? 


Mr. BERNHARD: I think it has been 


proved that the Un-American Activi- 
ties Committee produced only one 
thing that the Attorney General’s 


office has not produced, as far as we 


know. 

Mr. Hur LEIGH: I think that the money 
that the United States has spent for 
the Un-American Activities Commit- 
tee is more than worthwhile on the 
information that in 1938 and ’39 this 
country had spies of the Soviet Union 
stealing our top-secret State Depart- 
ment records. 

Mr. BERNHARD: And I think we have 
lost much more in democratic methods. 


Mr. HURLEIGH: You were referring to 
money. You said the cost of the Un- 
American Activities Committee was 
a terrific loss, a waste. 

Mr. BERNHARD: I think it is a terrific 
loss. 

Mr. HuURLEIGH: You don’t think it 
is worth it? 

Mr. BERNHARD: I think the Un- 
American Activities Committee should 
have spent its time on acts. If it had 
done this tthe first year of its exist- 
ence, I would say it had paid for it- 
self, but ten years and one result is a 
very slight reflection, if any reflection, 
on the Attorney-General’s office. 


Mr. HURLEIGH: You are talking about 
the money that has been spent by the 
Committee in learning about Commun- 
ist espionage in this country. But how 
much are we spending on our Justice 
Department and how much is it sup- 
posedly spending on ferreting out 
treason in this country? When you 
compare the money spent by the Jus- 
tice Department to the amount spent 
by the Un-American Activities Com- 
mittee, then I think the latter has pro- 
duced a great deal more. 


Responsible for Deaths? 


Mr. BERNHARD: Don’t forget the debit 
column when you are figuring out the 
credit column. 

Mr. HuRLEIGH: What is the debit 
column? 


Mr. BERNHARD: There are a number 
of debits that are very, very seri- 
ous. In the first place, the Un-Ameri- 
can Activities Committee has occa- 
sioned a number of very serious re- 
sults other than the single one you 
have mentioned. It probably has been 
responsible for the death of one man; 
perhaps it has been responsible for 
the death of two men. You remember 
that when Mr. White was called be- 
fore the committee and was examined, 
he asked for time so that he could 
leave the committee room to have some 
rest. The committee told him he didn’t 
need any rest. The following day the 
man was dead. 

Mr. HurLeIcGH: Are you insinuating 
he was so frightened that he died? 
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If you are, you are doing him a grave 
injustice. 

Mr. BERNHARD: I think the committee 
was so insistent on keeping him at the 
session, contrary to his doctor’s orders, 
that they killed him. 

In the same way the committee may 
be at least partially responsible for 
Mr. Duggan’s death—Mr. Duggan, 
who never supplied Mr. Chambers 
with any documents . 


The Duggan Case 


Mr. HurLEIGH: I would not have 
brought up the name of Mr. Duggan, 
but since you have, let me point out 
that he was never called and the com- 
mittee had never scheduled him for 
any hearing. You were talking about 
your Justice Department. The Justice 
Department was interested in Mr. 
Duggan because the information that 
brought Mr. Duggan’s name _ into 
prominence was information given to 
the Justice Department’s federal 
grand jury in New York, not the Un- 
American Activities Committee. It was 
that information, information given 
to the Justice Department’s federal 
grand jury in New York, that caused 
the Justice Department to send its 
FBI to question him. Ten days later 
he fell or was pushed out of a window. 
Mr. BERNHARD: You see, Mr. Hur- 
leigh, they not only have killed a 
EN Go 6 

Mr. HuRLEIGH: Now, Mr. Bernhard, 
we have proved, I believe, that the Un- 
American Activities Committee had 
nothing to do with Mr. Duggan prior 
to his jump. 

Mr. BERNHARD: You are skipping Mr. 
White. 

Mr. HURLEIGH: No, we were talking 
about Mr. Duggan. 

Mr. BERNHARD: We were talking 
about Mr. White also. 

Now there is another point... 
Mr. HURLEIGH: Let’s not leave the 
subject so quickly. We were talking 
about Mr. Duggan and Mr. White. 
Mr. BERNHARD: I would like to talk 
about both of them. I would like to 
talk about the assassination of Mr. 
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Duggan’s character after his death. ff 


Mr. HuRLEIGH: The argument cen- } 
tered on the fact that you were saying | 
that the Un-American Activities Com-. 
mittee had probably been responsible | 
for two deaths, and... 
Mr. BERNHARD: One and perhaps— 
for another one which we don’t know. 
That is a direct quotation. You see. 
we are arguing about details again. 
Let us go back to what the committee 
has not accomplished and some of the } 
things are very heavily on the debit 
side. The committee has actually, I 
think, endangered our national de- | 
fense. 

Mr. HuRLEIGH: How? 


Mr. BERNHARD: By _ discouraging | 
scientists from going into government 
work. 


Mr. HuRLEIGH: Poppycock! 


Scientists Object 


Mr. BERNHARD: You see, 53 scientists 
— including men like Urey of the 
University of Chicago, Albert Ein- 
stein, and Smyth, head of the Prince- 
ton Department of Physics—joined in 
an appeal to the President to do 
something about this kind of investi- 
gation. They appealed to him because 
they said that men were not joining 
the government and that the govern- 
ment was being deprived of the knowl- 
edge and skill and effort of scientists |] 
who could contribute to our national 

defense. t | 


Mr. HURLEIGH: It makes a good story, 
Mr. Bernhard. 

Mr. BERNHARD: Jt isn’t my story, 
Mr. Hurleigh. It is the story of 53 of 
the top scientists. 

Mr. HurLeIGH: But Mr. Lilienthal 
disputes them. He says that the. 
Atomic Energy Commission is not los- 
ing these scientists. When a man’s | 
heart is right, when a man knows he 
is doing what is proper, he is not 
frightened, Mr. Bernhard. 

Mr. BERNHARD: That depends on 
who is attacking him and how the 
attack is going. He is not frightened, © 
but he keeps away from the whole | 
situation if he is going to be men- | 
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tioned in a disparaging way without Mr. HurLeicH: But the committee 
an opportunity to call witnesses, to has awakened our country! 

answer, or to make a statement, tobe pr. BerNHARD: We don’t run away 
ae ie abe ee a you from the Constitution out of fear be- 
VOr OL a ose things? cause we might not uncover something 


Mr. HURLEIGH: Dr. Allen May... _ by following the Constitution! 
do you remember the name? Mr. HuRLEIGH: I disagree with you 
‘Mr. BERNHARD: No, I don’t. most heartily! I see that the Justice 


“Mr. Hur.etcu: He was a civil servant Department did absolutely nothing in 
‘of Britain in Canada... the Whittaker Chambers case. We 
ite Ber on have seen it proved by Isaac Don 
(oa MEE JU ooo Levine and Adolph Berle and others 
‘Mr. HuRLEIGH: And declared and con- that ten men in the government were 
fessed that he was sending ura- seen by Levine as he tried through 
nium secrets to Soviet Russia. We 1939 to bring this thing out, and no 
know that Canada was only one part, one would do anything about it. 

and that most of the experiments on 

atomic energy have been carried on What About Methods? 
‘in the United States. If a scientist MR. BERNHARD: And even in the 
in Canada can be proved to be in- case of guilt are you ready to over- 
volved in treasonable activities, [think look the methods of the Un-American 
our eyes should be open here in this Activities Committee? Are you in 
country. A man should be judged on favor of a man being called before a 
the basis of the company he keeps. committee without right to counsel? 
Mr. BERNHARD: Again you are re- Are you in favor ofa man being called 
ferine to a treasonable act. before a committee without a right to 


Mr H Let’ eee cross-examine? 
Be UPLNIGH “Let 2 get all of those. Mr. HuRLEIGH: No, I am in agree- 
How would we ever have found out 


About Dr. Allen M. May? ment with you on that. 
‘ ‘ Mr. BERNHARD: Do you think that 


procedure ought to be altered? 


‘Don’t Upset Democracy’ ae ee Be Fi 
! R. HURLEIGH: o, definitely, an 
ep enAeD: We find out about y think it willbe altered. But the 


those things through the proper chan- ; : ‘ 

; thing that surprises me was that in 
aa ee BT ala Bonet me 1934 when this committee was first 
aa oe es ; ns i ae a < a ea : Se do yon remember who 
democracy because we want informa- et ee fey ey : 
tion that we can’t find through the MR. BERNHARD: I think it was Mr. 
Justice Department. Dies, but... 

Mr. HurteicH: We would have found MR. HurweicH: No, 4 ee ee 
not one thing from the Justice De- WTON8- I often wonder about those 
partment. Nothing came out about who profess to be for civil liberties. 

Whittaker Chambers. Mr. BERNHARD: Because they don’t 


Mr. BERNHARD: That is just Mr. remember names? 

Hurleigh talking, that is all. You are Mr, Hurveicu: No, because they don’t 
pointing to one single thing that the , get on the bandwagon until they get 
Attorney-General’s office didn’t pop | something that appeals to them. 

Up. , Mr. BERNHARD: Mr, Hurleigh, I am on 
Mr. Hur.eIcH: Don’t you think that’}/the bandwagon on the basis of prin- 
is rather important? mciple. 

Mr. BERNHARD: There are things'4%Mr. HURLEIGH: Now, you are a man 


that the committee isn’t going to turngjMof principle, and you are for civil 
up, either. MMrights. The Un-American Activities 
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Committee was established, Mr. Bern- 
hard, in 1934. The Chairman was Mr. 
Dickstein of New York. The original 
and first case of any magnitude pre- 
sented before the Un-American Activi- 
ties Committee was the case of Mr. 
William Dudley Pelley. How do you 
stand on that? 


Mr. BERNHARD: Mr. Hurleigh, I am 
in favor of investigating Mr. Pel- 
ley’s acts, not his thinking. I stand on 
the principle that no man’s beliefs 
are subject to investigation or inquiry 
by anybody. I don’t want my political 
affiliation asked ... or yours. I want 
an attack on acts, if the acts are un- 
lawful. Why don’t they investigate 
the possibility that Soviet Union 
money is being used in this country? 
There is an act. Why don’t they in- 
vestigate the activities of the Ku Klux 
Klan. The KKK is guilty of acts. I 
should say the same thing whether it 
is Pelley or Smith or Jones or... 


Thoughts and Acts 


Mr. HURLEIGH: I, too, want them to 
investigate whether money from the 
Soviet Union is used in this country. 
I, too, want them to investigate the 
Ku Klux Klan. If anybody has ever 
listened to my broadcasts, he knows 
that I don’t stand for the actions of 
the Ku Klux Klan. 

Where was the Civil Liberties 
Union, and where were you in the 
case of William Dudley Pelley? He 
was taken before the Un-American 
Activities Committee on his thinking, 
the very thing you want to protect. 


Mr. BERNHARD: He came before the 
Un-American Activities Committee on 
the principle of investigation into 
belief. We take no different stand. 
You and I are deadly opposed to 
Father Terminiello, and yet the 
American Civil Liberties Union is 
filing before the Supreme Court a 
brief, not at all on behalf of Father 
Terminiello, but on behalf of the prin- 
ciple that a man has a right to speak 
and think, and on the right to free- 
dom of the press. And you know why, 
Mr. Hurleigh. I don’t want anybody— 
and I don’t think you do—to decide 
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what you are to think, what you are, 
I want them to decide 


to believe. 
whether you or I do an unlawful act 
and do something about that. 

Mr. HuRLEIGH: Then I find that the 
Civil Liberties 
present in the Pelley case? 

Mr. BERNHARD: I am not sure about 


that. You are going back ten years. 


The Pelley Case 


Mr. Hurercu: I did a little research | | 


on it, because I thought it was an 


outstanding case of a man who was } 


persecuted and brought before the 
Un-American Activities Committee 
during the time we feared fascists in 
this country. In those days, the Un- 
American Activities Committee was 
lauded to the high heavens. 


Mr. BERNHARD: Not by the American 


Civil Liberties Union. 


Mr. HuURLEIGH: Well, you did nothing | 


about it. I can assure you that you 
did nothing about it. 

Mr. BERNHARD: I can’t answer that 
any more than you can answer 
whether the Un-American Activities 
Committee did something 9 years ago. 
But I can tell you this: You say Wil- 
liam Dudley Pelley didn’t do anything. 
He isn’t in prison for what he be- 
lieves but for what he did. If the Un- 
American Activities Committee was 
investigating what Pelley did, the 
A.C.L.U. would have no fault to find 


with that whatever. We would have | 


no fault to find with the investigation 
of activities on anybody’s part. 

Mr. HurRLEIGH: I am sure you will 
find that William Dudley Pelley is in 
prison today for what he thought, for 
his writings, and not for anything 
that he did in the way of acts. 

Mr. BERNHARD: Mr. Hurleigh — his 
writings, his speeches would have had 
to incite to unlawful conduct in order 
to put him in prison. If you will 
check on that you will find that such 
is the case. If it is not, the A.C.L.U. 
would have been in the fight long ago. 
Mr. HURLEIGH: The point is that he 
later — and even when our Constitu- 
tion says you can’t be tried a second 


Committee was not. 
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(time for the same thing—was taken 
‘out of jail to the mass sedition trial 
| in Washington, which turned out to 
be the greatest farce in this country. 
‘Mr. BERNHARD: It is interesting to 
'me that you want to discuss William 
| Dudley Pelley rather than the activi- 
| ties of the Un-American Activities 
| Committee. 

Mr. HuRLEIGH: Not at all! 


Mr. BERNHARD: It is because I am 
not fully familiar with the Pelley case 
of ten years ago. Perhaps you are 
not so fully familiar with the activi- 


‘ties of the Un-American Activities 
' Committee! 

Mr. HuRLEIGH: I am very familiar 
' with it! 


'Mr. BERNHARD: Also, Mr. Hurleigh, 
you are, you see, espousing the stifling 
of belief and opinion. That, I say, 
is taking over the Soviet methods as 
against the American methods. And 
I am certainly opposed to that. 


Are Communists Spies? 

Mr, HURLEIGH: Let’s not kid one 
another, Mr. Bernhard. I am opposed 
to thinking that is treasonable. Mr. 
Donovan, the head of our foreign es- 
pionage during the war, says that 
Soviet agents are in this country, that 
they are Communists, and that they 
are spying at the present time. We 
have absolute proof that the Commun- 
ists in this country are agents of the 
foreign power and are working for 
the Soviet no matter what they say. 
Mr. BERNHARD: You mention treason- 
able thinking. This is America. There 
is no such thing. If there were, you 
and I might be thrown in jail for what 
we think. 

Mr. HuRLEIGH: I say there is treason 
when a man is thinking only of 
another country instead of the country 
in which he is living and to which he 
owes allegiance. 

Mr. BERNHARD: And the basic differ- 
ence between us is that you say a man 
should be tried for his beliefs. 


Mr. HurRLEIGH: No, I say he should 


be exposed. 
Mr. BERNHARD: Then, if there are 


Republicans and Democrats, and I am 
a Republican, and the Democratic 
Administration is in power, I don’t 
want to shift my principles with a 
shift in Administration. I want to 
stand on the principle in which I be- 
lieve. You and I should think freely, 
speak freely, have our own kind of 
worship—short of actual incitement 
to unlawful acts. 


Gobbledygook 


Mr. HURLEIGH: Those are beautiful 
words, and it is gobbledygook, Mr. 
Bernhard, because you know, as well 
as I do, that I am not against what 
people are thinking. I maintain that 
the Communists in this country repre- 
sent a foreign government and that 
the things they say are not true. Mrs. 
Roosevelt was one of the first to say 
in June, 1946 in her column, “My 
Day”, that she had discovered that 
they lied too many times to her. 

Mr. BERNHARD: There is no question 
about their lying. 

Mr. HuRLEIGH: How are we going to 
find out? | 
Mr. BERNHARD: You don’t believe 
that the people can judge, and I have 
no doubt of the right of the people to 
judge. 

Mr. HuRLEIGH: If it is exposed! 

Mr. BERNHARD: Nor do I have any 
doubt about the fact that Justice Jack- 
son was right when he said, “It isn’t 
the right of the government to protect 
the public against false doctrine, and 
the way to meet false doctrine is with 
true doctrine.” Don’t throw the man 
in jail; get on the platform to expose 
him. 

Mr. HuRLEIGH: We are right back to 
the case of William Dudley Pelley, 
of which you know nothing, and yet 
you are supposed to be for civil liber- 
ties. 

Mr. BERNHARD: I know only one thing 
about the Pelley case and that is that 
he is in jail for facts. 

Mr. HurveicH: I am talking about 
Pelley in 1934 to 1938 before we went 
to war, 


Mr. BERNHARD: And I am talking 


about the Un-American Activities 
Committee in 1947 and 1948. 

Mr. HurLEIGH: And I maintain you 
should know more about it. Let’s talk 
about it from its inception, not during 
the last couple of years. 


Mr. BERNHARD: And I maintain we 
should not adopt Soviet methods. Let’s 
have more light, not less, on our in- 
vestigations. Let’s not stifle thinking. 
Mr. HURLEIGH: We are only exposing, 
Mr. Bernhard, and I don’t like the way 
you are talking about adopting Soviet 
methods. 

Mr. BERNHARD: That is what we are 
doing! 

Mr. HURLEIGH: You are just going 
for the gobbledygook put out by the 
Communists, who want to be under- 
stood as Communists. 
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Mr. BERNHARD: Your definition o 

gobbledygook doesn’t change things a 
all. You still have to stand on the} 
Constitution and the Constitution} 
isn’t gobbledygook. The Constitution} 
is there for your protection and mine. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: Gentlemen, we dis 
agree on many points. 

There is, however, some agreemen 
about procedure, I believe, if not abou 
the results produced by the Un-Ameri- 
can Activities Committee. | 

You both say that certain changes 
in methods might be advisable, but! 
you can’t agree on the importance of 
the investigations or the merits of the} 
disclosures. 

We must, then, consider the argu- 
ments you have presented and see 
what actions Congress takes in the 
“Red Herring or Needed Service?” 
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ANDREWS, BERT Washington Witch Hunt. New York, Random House, 1948. 
Discussion of American civil liberty dealing mainly with the ten men 
dismissed from the State Department for security reasons; the ten Hollywood 
writers being tried for contempt of Congress; the case of Dr. Condon; and 
William Z. Foster, titular head of the Communist Party in the U.S. 


KAHN, GORDON 4Aollywood on Trial. New York, Boni & Gaer, 1948. 

Although the author neglects the major service that this book could per- 
-form—a full scale and objective analysis of the House Committee on Un- 
American Activities—he does present a lively and provocative report of the 
Hollywood inquisition. 


U.S. Congress, House of Representatives. Committee on Un-American Activi- 
ties. Hearings, 80th Congress, 2nd Session. Hearings Regarding Communist 
Espionage in the United States Government. Washington, D.C., U.S. Govern- 
ment Printing Office, 1948. 


Nation 167:255-7, Sept. 4, ’48. “Meaning of Liberty.” F. B. EVANS. 


History of the meaning of liberty indicating that the Thomas Committee 
does not understand the meaning of liberty. 


New Republic 119:6-8, Ag. 16, ’48. “Trial by Congress.” M. STRAIGHT. 

Charges the Un-American Activities Committee with illegally assuming 
the role of prosecutor, jury, judge, and firing squad and urges that the bar 
appoint a committee of leading members to formulate rules of evidence for 
Congressional Committees, to follow Congressional Committees in the light 
of these rules, and to appear on behalf of defendants whenever the rules are 
violated. 


New York Times Magazine p. 11+, Aug. 1, ’48. “White Knight or False 
Prophet?” M. LEHMAN. Discussion p. 34-5, Aug. 22, 748. 

Pen portrait of J. PARNELL THOMAS which leaves some doubt as 
to whether his character as chairman of the Un-American Activities Committee 
is that of a white knight. 


New Yorker 24:40+, Aug. 28; 54+, Sept. 4; 78+, Oct. 23, ’48. “Wayward 
Press” (All about inside-policy data; at the sign of the red herring; re-de- 
secretization) A. J. LIEBLING. 

Series of articles reporting Thomas Committee activities, hearings, and 
discussion of newspaper reporting of these activities and of spy activities. 


New Yorker 24:134, Nov. 13, ’48. “Whole Story.” A. J. LIEBLING. 

Thorough discussion of the Un-American Activities Committee hearings 
from July 31st to September 9, 1948 and a re-iteration that newspaper re- 
ports of these hearings were not complete or fair. Mr. LIEBLING urges the 
public to read the committee’s hearings. 
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Newsweek 33:13-16, Jan. 8, ’49. “Investigation.” 


Short summary of recent investigations of the House Committee on Un- | 
American Activities. Somber note on the gravity of some of the seemingly 
unfounded charges which they have made. 


Newsweek 32:80-2, Oct. 11, 48. “Probes Plus Politics.” 


Thomas committee probes countered by Justice Department’s investigation | 
of Senator Thomas’ financial affairs. 


U.S. News 25:40-1, Aug. 27, ’48. “Spy Hunters.” 


Discussion of Thomas and Ferguson as leaders in the investigations of | 
so-called subversives, leaving some doubt as to whether a Congressional Com- 
mittee should do the investigating. 
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